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Bellw is a communication from the EXAMINE^ 
in charge of this application. 



Commissioner of Patents, and Trademarks 



ADVISORY ACTION 



HE PERIOD FOR RESPONSE IS EXTENDED TO RUN 
REJECTION. 855 0.6. 1109, 

Appellant's Brief is due in accordance with Rule 192(a), 
Applicant's response to the final reiection/ftled^^CaZZ^L 



MONTHS FROM THE DATE OF THE FINAl 



., has been considered with the following 



effect, but it is not deemed to place the application in condition for allowance: 
The proposed amendments to the claim and/or specification will not be entered and the final rejection stands because: - 

a. H There is no convincing showing under Rule 1 1 6(b). 

b. »They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search. 

c. □ They raise the issue of new matter. 

d. J^Tney are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal. 

e. □ They present additional claims without cancelling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 



Newly proposed or amended claims 

amendment cancelling the non-allowable claims. 



would be allowed if submitted in a separately filed 



3^^Upon 



upon the filing of an appeal, the proposed amendment i j win oe sr x win not oe, entered ana tne si 

in this application would be asfetare ^t^Ted } * jfita FlA/frU tfEjT^CP^- 

Claims would be allowable. 



I 1 will be ffiv 



will not be, entered and the status of the claims 



•o 



Claims 1__ 

However: 

The rejection of claims 
response. 

(2)0 The rejection of claims . 
by applicant's response. 



.would not be allowable. 
on /eferences is deemed to be overcome by applicant's \ 



on non-reference grounds only is deemed to be overcome 



The affidavit, exhibit or request for reconsideration has been entered but does not overcome the rejection. 

i 

The affidavit or exhibit will not be admitted because applicant has not shown good and sufficient reasons why it was no): 
earlier presented. 



The application having been examined under'the special accelerated examining procedure (M.P.E.P. 708.02*), the proposed 
amendment has not been considereu since it does not prima facie place the application in condition for allowance or in 
better condition for appeal. 

PTOL-303 (Rev. 10/75) 



Proposed claim 48 (amended) Movild be allowable if in 
■ line 12 ^hereof, "axial motion" is cha^ea to rea4-itiotipn axially 

; : c ;f? and ambiguous. Furthermore, 

the prppos^ to claim 53 would raise a new issue with 

respect -to that claim* 

^Claim 54 remains unpatentable over Hurray, et al, ('697). 
■^ : ^erj^te :t - ±n line 18 of proved claim 54 (amended) r "is" should 
be deleted* 

Claims 55 ,56 and 58 remain unpatentable over Murray, et al 

( '697) . 

Claim 57 would be allowable if rewritten in proper inde- 
pendent form. 
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